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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript highlights the fast and often unpredictable course of acute aortic regurgitation complicating endocarditis, underscoring the narrow therapeutic window during which life‑saving intervention may still be possible. By presenting two fatal cases with distinct pathological mechanisms and microbiological profiles, the report emphasizes that rapid clinical deterioration can occur despite timely diagnosis and appropriate antimicrobial therapy. The detailed echocardiographic (TEE) findings reinforce the critical role of early and repeated imaging in identifying severe valvular destruction and perivalvular complications. These cases serve as a cautionary example for clinicians and reinforce the need for heightened vigilance, immediate surgical referral, and streamlined multidisciplinary decision‑making in this high‑risk population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Fulminant Acute Aortic Regurgitation in Infective Endocarditis: Two Fatal Case Reports
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	While transoesophageal echocardiography (TEE) is mentioned, its critical diagnostic role could be emphasized more clearly, as this is a major strength of the report and an important takeaway for clinicians. Please add take-home message (e.g., the need for immediate surgical access once acute severe case is identified).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, reference is recent and sufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, Language is suitable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have placed my additional Comments here: 
Q1) The manuscript would be improved by clearly articulating maybe (1–2) key learning points, particularly regarding early recognition, echocardiographic red flags, or thresholds for immediate surgical escalation. This might be a quick application that enhances its educational impact for clinicians.

Q2) The discussion could address why surgery could not be performed in either case (e.g., logistical delay, rapid hemodynamic collapse, multiorgan failure) and whether earlier referral or transfer might realistically have altered outcomes. This analysis might add valuable clinical insight.

Q3) Some sections of the case presentations are highly detailed, while the discussion could benefit from more synthesis and comparison between the two cases.
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